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To His Highneſs, The L o x Pro T E CTOR, CC, 


: | The Hamble Parition of Clement Writer : 

1 1. Sheweth, : PS : 6 En 

: Hat your Petitioner long ſince did ſnftatn much wrong and damage by an unjuſt Decree of the Lord Keeper Coventry, V-.; 
in the behalf of one Worfeild, as appears by the Reports ready to have been made beth formerly in Parliament, and now © 


to your Highneſs, That yowr Petitioner never bad addreſſed himſelf either to your Highneſs or to Parliaments, but upon 
advice that there was no rehef for him.in any ordinary way : And thue no Authority would encertain and appoidr the Exa- 
mination of a Canſe, without a Power and a Will as well to give a Remedy, as to finde the Grief. + 
That notwithſt anding your Petitioner us left under the ſame injury which he hath complained of theſe many years, with the 
re 4a of the trouble and charge of ſo long attendance falling upon an aged per ſor: to the ruine of his Eftate, azd the breaking, of 
. art. F Ea . 
; May it therefore pleaſe your Highneſt to-taks an Acompt of the Proceedinss mpon the laſt Reference made by your 
Highne(' in your Tetttioners Buſineſs, now returned by Serg, Parker, and Mr, Corbet z And as the juſtn:ſi 4.8 
S=E's thereof ſhall appear, to apply ſuch a Remedy for the comfort of your Petitioner, as ta your Wiſdom, Juſtice , and w 
C2. Goodneſs ſhall ſeens moſt convenient, FO, jp And your Petitioner ſhall pray, &c. $$ 
© Fnug.10.1655. 


His Highneſs referreth this, with the Repotr atd Papers annexed, to the Conſideration of the Council, for 
the Peritioners due Relief, with 411 cotvenicnr ſpeed. | 7. Sadler, 


— 


we ——_— a — —-—E__ —_— — — — 
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To Hz Higbzeſs, the Lord ProteGlor of Evgland, Scotland, and Ireland, &*c. 


> | mon to Your Highneſs Order of the 6 of Feb.1 653. whereby the Perttion of Clement Writer is referred un- 
to us,t0 certifie rhe Rare of the Bufine(s,with our Qpinions how the Petitioner may be relieved;we humbly certihie x : | 
- Thac the ſubſtance of the Perition is, tobe Relieved againſt a Decree in Chancery,zrounded( as is alleaged in the * 


"5" rcoreoR vj \EHeved aganIt 2 : 
” Pericion pops gnjef Cer en debe role proc cncngs of che Core, many Suits at Law, was unable {Ac pete / b- 
{420+ to follow them himſelf: thereypon he cxrneftly flick edthe Ptririoner {who was then a Clothier in #arcefter, and in [I ql to Ss v8 
+-R 5. good Trading)to ned hp him the (© —— $ Law-Suits(wyhich he was unwillingco do; bur by the faid Forſeilds |, 1 of we A 
fa Fl 2 periwaſions and promiſes to give him ſarisfa&ion for his pains ind loſs (if his eſtate would do it) he did undertake to: 1 
£ = e his Sairs, in which he ſpent about ſeven yeers, and pgle&edhis Trade. 
-"We 


SET AE wht 23. \\- 


e finding that Worfeild fayhng to make 260d tis Promiſe, the Peritioner exhibiced his Bill in Chancery againſt the T Re*- _ J 14. F q-1 
laid Worfeild and Eliz.aberh bis Witez to have recompence for ſeferal fums of Money disbutſed in the faid Suirs, and : 
for his pains, loſs of rime and trade, ſuſtained in rheſoliciting the ſaid Suirs, | 
- Andthe Defendanc #orfei/d exhubired his Bill it the ſaid Coprr, to have an Accompt of rhe Rents of cert2in Mills 
called /bxlls Mills, and of a Houſe in Worceſter in the Bill named; and to have reſtitution of Writipgs detained by che 
Petitioner, and to have fatisfaRion of divers Debts which he had paid as Surety for the Peritioner. : 2” 
The 2 5-of Ofeb.1 © Car, both Canſes came to Hearing before Lord Keeper Coventry; bur being matrers of Accompe, 
the Lord Keeper by Ord:t of the ſame day, referted che Audiripg of the Accomprs to Sir Walter Deverenx, Willians 
Barkley Eſq; and Dr. Charlet ; Tn purfoance of which Order, the 20 of Decemb. a Commiſſion iſſued to the ſaid Gene, 
to rake the Accempes of borh Parries, and they were alſo thereby dite&ed ro take inco Conſideration the Petitioners 
pains, and other things admitted in Worefeilds Anſwer,and to make the Petitioner fic Allowance thereof; and had like- 
wile IE co.Examne the Parties and ſuch witneſſes upon Oath, as by Order of the Court direRed to be Examined 
m the rremuiles, | 
| The 19 of Jay. 1634. the aid Commiſſioners returned their Certificate, Thar on the 1 5 of the ſaid Month, they 
hadheard che Parties, and taken the Accomprs upon Oath, and. lad Examined the Parties upon Oarh, andalio ſeveral 
Wirnefſes upon Oath, and have reduced their Accompes to Cerminties, (viz.) That the Petitioner had disburied in , 
che ſajd Soirs 200 /,, which was recovered againſt #arfei/d by Sui ar Law; and thar he had received in Monics for the 
Rene of the Mills aid Houfe fn Worcefter, and for Monies paid by #orfeild for the Petitioner 41 9 /. 10 s. more, whicty 
amoſtars ro 619/, 19:5, They alfo certifie, That #Worfe:ld had paid to the Petitioner the 20017, recovered, and coſt , 
of Snir ; and char he paid to, andfor rhe Petitioner, rogcther with what he had received from the Mills and Houſe in 
Worceſter 41 9 1. 10 5. All which doth amount to 619 1, 105, which ſaid ſamof 619 /. 10 y. the ſaid Commiſſione;s / 
only allowed the Pernioner for his Disburtmencs, loſs of Time nd Trade, ind of other things admired of i VVors: : 
ſeild's Anſwer, One Witneſs reftifies that the ſaid Commiſſionersthen declared, That they allowed the Peritioner the + 
leſiby reaſon of rhe intereſt he had;or claimed in che Ml; or Lanus in queſtion, And another Wunels | « ,q,, ; jobn ' 
then preſent believes that they did fo declare rhemſelves ; and norwithiianding * FPorfeild faes the worteild, £xc- 
Peritioner for the ſaid Mills, and Lands, ESA | 6x81 18 G0. 
We finde alſo that the Petitioner the 14 of March 1634. Peticionedthe Lord Keeper, in which he doth afticm, 
Thatche Gentlemen befqre-named for Commiſſioners,were pur nþon him withour his confent # the ſame ao appears by 
the Peticioher's own Affidavit cf the 27 of Feb. 1645. 
We finde that by Order of the 16 of Feb, 10 (ar, the Petitioner had a new Commiſſion dated the 11 of p7oy 
hs A SY 10 Car, 
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C23 
to Car. directed to the ſame Commiſſioners, with the like Authority as in the former,the ſaid Commiſſioners confirm 
cheir former Report without any Addition or Alteration. Whercupon, the 30 of April, 11 Car. K, was Ordergd by 
the Lord Keeper, Thar both whe ſai Cerohcarcharng ul the NaKees tHargin Cont 2iB6d Abonld be Carfirmes 2 a 
vhed by the Decree of the Court of Chancery ang avtin{t this Decree the Petitioner doth Complaty  - Fe 
And we findethat upon a hearing before the Miter of Rolls, berween FPriter and VVorfield , concerning 3. 
tereſt of the (aid Mills, the ſaid Decree was read, and by Order of the 29 of Oftober, 1653. it was Ordered to be 
' civen in evidence ina Tryal at Law, upon this 1flue, viz. Wherhex Gu e V Vorfield did declare any Trult for the Pe- 
titioner, of the Etate that he had made co one Theme ##rijter, inthe id! Mulls and Lands. | : 
We finde , that V/Priter petitioned the Parliament for relief againſt the ſaid Decree: bur no Report was made of - 
rhis Caſe, though prepared, Andthat PR ous wanent, George Vorfield died , and made the ſaid 
Elizabeth and John V Vorfield Execators of his lalt Wil, and rhar after, viz, in 1647. the Petitioner exhibired his Bill 
0. of Review in the Court of Chancery, againlt Job» V Parfield and EkzaberbV Vorfield Executors of the ſaid George 
bp8 a T9" field; but his Bill was diſmiſſed, becauſe he was nor relievable by the pratice of the ſaid Court, 


”"» 


The Canſe of the Petitioners Complaiyyy, &t fr againſt the Lord Keeper, Secondly, againſt the Can. 
91[1107r 5. Thirdly, againfl the Certificates. J 


1. A Gzinſt che Lprd Keeper, for appointing Commilſioners to audit his Accounts; to which he did not conſemr, as 
A it ap;ears by YPriters Pericion , preſented to the Lord Keeper in March 1634. andan Affidavit of his own, 
made before a Maſter in Chancery, 1 645. hy : 

2.” That though the Pericioner by atecond Petition and Affidavit , did inform the Lord Keeper of the miſcarriage 
vf- rhe Commiſhoners upon the ſecond Commiſſon ; yer he decreed the Certificates , without giving day to ſpeak to 


them in Court, © | 
FANS Againſt the ( ommiſſtoner«. 
- -7, Becauſe Mr. Barkjey was Uncle to John V'Vorfeeld,againit whom The Suits were managed by the Peritioner. And 
Sir Walter Deverenx was Landlord to George Worfield, as appears hy $wo A ﬀidavies, | EE 

Z. Thar the Petitioner ar the hrſt Commiſſion, 'as appears by two Depoſttions) delivered an Account to the Com- 
miſſioners of 2000 /., which he demanded for his Disburſments, Damages, lofs of Time and Trade : but the Coannſ- 
koners do certifie his Account thus , viz. The Account of Clement Writer taken upon his Corporal Oath , rouching 
marters between him and George Worpeld, | 2% 

1. Viz, The fai4W/;irer demands for all his Disbarſments in the Snirs for the ſaid GeorgeV Vorfield, which is paid. 
with Coſts of Suit, | : —_ $— 200 /, 00 oÞ 
* 2, He demands Allowance for his Expences, and his own Maingenance , and for his Horſe for one? 
yeer mich the orher for ſeven yeers; and for Damages for thei Expepces, and for his Pains andlols > oo ov 
of Trade, they cercifie no Sum. - OO —— 

Yer the ſaid Commilſio=o»s wbiok fe co allorr tbe fait rr 5rcr for alt bis Tetus aug a3 Of 


ER —_—_ 


o0 


—_— DH_——  — 


4 od Tra OR a vo &and - 
© * Cofts of Soir, and more, 4191. T5. In toro, 619. 10.5. BY ; 2. I 
+ 3. Tharthonyh the Petitioner did Yemand 2000 /, for Moneys disburſed inthe (aid Suirs, loſs of Trade, &c.. and 
chonvh it be proved an the Books, that rhe Defendant, George VVorpeld, offered the Peritioneras good as 700 1, whi 
' he was to have over and above what he had received, as appears s hw Depoſirion of one » wdthe belief 
: another; yet the Commiſſioners pnr che Defendams YVorfield: whole demands,being 61 9 110 5, againlt the Perionerg 


. 


k Jemanite, being 20co I. wirhcur any dedution, thoggh it-appears on the Books, that rhere axe miſtakes, and allows- 
thereof ought ro have been made to the Periciorer:& fo do ont off from rhePericioners demands 1 3$0 /.1 0s, and 
Jeave the remaining onely 619 1.10 s, which Sam of 619 /. 105, they think fic to allow the Perntioner for bis Mo- 
neys disburſed in the ſaid Suits, Damages, and loſs of Trade, neyer making any pagcicular Exceprionto the reſidue. 
Re 4. That Thema V Vriter depoſerh that the Commiſſioners did ſo much favour ge Crpeth, theC 
* The Petitioner, when the * Defendant moved to haye certain miſtakes in the Acconne reAtfied they - and char 
6h Mr. Barkley exprefſed himſelf againlt the faid Y Pricer by his partial Speeches,via, We have proved,we 
tzveno Counſe}, we have paid, our Cauſe, By one ether Witneſs , Thar there was more reſpeR given to FVorfielll 
theh to YYricer, By a third Wineſs, That PV/riter bad cannting Speeches given him by the Conmmullioners. ; 


ys AzainſtiheC ls 37 the Patitioner did except a nwjait , and thereupon procured 4 (rcond Commiſſion , but it was 
direfled to the ſame Commiſſioners. | 

1 "VE 91 bow Hate the ſecond Commiſſion the Peririoner attended with his Counſel, and tendred unto the Commiſſioners che 
"hv Ps - B like Accomm of 2900 /. as he had done before , and did declare unto them, that he was ready w prove che par» 
Eros by Het exculars thereof our of the Books, which he defired height be permirced todo; and, that the errors and miliakes im 
LY 1:04 1.846 former Cer: ithcare may he reaified, To which they anſwered;That vnlef{; the Petitioner could ſbew new marter,. 
oF wth they wouldadhete rother former Certificate ; whichaccordingly they did, wichour further examination of the Peti= 
ok, tioners Accommes,or ſtaring of his demands : and upon theſe C enciiis. was the ſaid Decree founded. 

We finde, Thar rhe Lord Keeper Coventry, George VVorfield, VValter Devereux, and DoRtor Charlet, are dead : bur 
Mr. Barkley, one of the Commiſſioners, and the ſaid Ebz4beth I Vorgeld ate living, And how in the Intervals of Pape 
liamenc, the Prricionet may be relieved, we do not fer, unleſs your Highneſs ſhall think fir ro extend your fayour unco 


him, the Decree nor being reverſable by apy ordinary proceeding inthe Law, or PraQice of the Chancery, All which 
\ ts4webly ſabmictedunco your Hichneſs's conſideration, | 
_ Referred vothe Crancel, Foby Par ker. 
. Auguſt 10. 165 5. Fobn G = 


\3J 


Rs Bouerbouk TY OO EO EE EO OE CNA ALIENS 
; » - _” > ” | ” | "Te : FS ” 


Alprwas of ſave marritchings which though fall proved, xt are enther wholly omitecd , or wot fo fally exprefi'd in the 


precedent y 4s might 


x. [Har the Lord Keeper pm Commiſſioners unſryorn, to rake the Account, &«c. 2gainft the liking of the Pericionery 
| '[ witich he ought not to have done, being J2zihlt juſticeand che Rule of the Courr, bo - Ger ornate ofl | 
- .: 2; That the Peritzone mploymenes and Disburſmenes, then to be accounted and allowed for by the aid Co 
Commiſſioners ern, and were 3g71nft Mr. Bakcy's own Sitter and her Son: which Bark/cy, carried himſelf to Sta fell Ti %; 
partially: the Petitioner, thathe ſeemed rarher a Parry, then an indifferenc Commithoner, Pann I, | 
2- Thatalrhovgh an Acc vith Sums co each particular, amounting in the whole, to above 2000 1. was de- | 
heed bythe Petitioner to the ſaid Commiiſfionets 3 yer they in ſtead thereof certified an Account gpely.of 200./. 

85 the Peritioners Account ; naming all other particulars of hisflemands, wichgur any Sum to any ch Fad + 
blank Account. they cerrihed forthe Petitioners Accoliſt and whole d:mands : ind;that O15 was taken upon % YeC 77 CH p +} 
his * Corporal Oub, Cervſicare Þ. JO a I 

Petr 


ſhould ſwear, Toa al the Mons be demanded, by thc his Suit in Chancery, was mely the 200 1. which be had ſormerly at Lew recovered,and received: 
Ob brave Certificate to be d:creed, denying the Peruioner ro be beard therein ! 


And afcer inp. 9, they certifie, That nothing was dne or remaining from either arty to the other : and ſo they quit 5 /. CBd.p. q. 
ſcores berween the parries, whereby. chey cur off che FEES. cory Tron A Tat emands of above 2000 {, 4 / 
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bur alſo from the Defendants offer of 700 /. over and above what he had formerly received : far their pretended al- & 5 

| Jowance of 6191. 10s. Is a meer cheat or noyſe onely of ſo much allowed, when indeed andin truth that allowance Fs 
was in effe& nothing, not was the Peririoner the berter thereby one penny : for the 200 /, ( being recoveredar Law ry 
long before) lay not in the Commiſſioners power to allow or difallow ; and the reſidue being bur 41 9 /.1 0 5, was(withs 38 
in a {mall marrer ) made up of Moneys ſome over-reckoned or * wrongfu!ly charged; ſome received + _qmorgft mar o- O Bats 
for Renc, and ſome borrowed, bur all ſpent in the Defendants Suits , over and aborethe Petitioners ther of their unjuRR 7 © ol hart \ Hd 
own Moneys ſoent likewiſe in the ſame Suirs. And therefore the Defendants acconnting theſe Mo- dc«lings,theCommy. 6 5{W-. I» 
neys, or bus —_— theſe Debrs, paid not the Pericioner one penny of his own Srock-moneys or arms: wag \ 7 
Revenues, ſpent alſo in the ſame Snirs : much leſs could ic recompence him for his Pains & Damages, 5,1. z paid fo bim | 
by loſs of Time and Trade, or otherwiſe : all which ought ro have been done, and was promiſed by © one Smart, it nec | 
the ſaid Defendant, George, proved by divers Wirnefles, beſides his own confeſſion, being charged byill. + 

4. Thar their Certificate thwarrs it ſelf: for in pege 5. they allow the ſaid 619 1. 10 5, for certainthings particularly i © © 7+ hand? 
ghere named: andin rp: ches allow the fame &10/ 15G forall ocherthinge, in the enlver of the ſaid George (L6*- p.5-p 2: vs 
admired : whereby not appertaining to theſe Disbirimencs, yer confefl 'd inthe Anſwer of the faid Georges wor. | an FA 74 
fol.23. are cur off from the Pcririoner, - P27. 

5. Thar by the ſecond Commiſſion,(as well as by the firlt)chey were required to take,and to retorn the Accounrs be- 


the parties: have 2 they were required, to examine and compurethe Ace * 2. Coe oF 
counts, tore 
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rheir former miſtakes &c, contrary hereunto, they refuſed ro examine the Petitioners Accounts , of AER Hem bot KR TY 
to hear the particulars thereof proved, as was offered and defired by the Peritioners &, provedby Mr. PV; iam JeE a : 3p. \ +8 
Hill, Thomas V Vriter,and Sergeam VVilde. Yer the ſaid Commiſſioners have certified,page 2. Tha they had fully hearg Teo. uw & of «a 
_ all the demands and allegarions of che Petitioner and his Counſel] , in as full and ample manner, as by Commii- Cone"! p. @T.- IS 
chey mere required: bur how nocorious falle this is, the ſaiq Witneſſes avd Commiſſion mill they, —T 

6, Thatrhe Peririoners Bill againſt the ſaid George and Eliz.ateth VVorfield, was (inter alia) to have the Inherirance 
of 1bsl['s Mills and Lands ſettled upon him, cate ro the agteement and promiſe of the ſaid George : upon opeving 
onely of the Bill and Anſwer,the Accounts were referred, bur np power given tomeddle with the Land : and ſo much 4 
was openly declared by the Commiſſioners themſelves, who alſodeclared, that they allowed rhe Pericioner leſs rhen BY: " 63 
otherwiſe they would have done , by reaſon of the Atereſt he daimed in the ſaid Land : and there is nothing in their Beat 
firſt Certificate concerning the Land, and their ſecond only confirms the firflt, Whereupon both were decreed withouc $5 
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hearing the Pericioner either in this particular, or in any ching ele : which was not only a22Ipſt che Rule of the Court, Se Rub oF » a _ | 


bur againſt reaſon and juſtice,to be ſo concluded without being Feard, either by che Commulſioners or the Courr. LBS L197 
INE pany ic is as rag moſt ap nr” andunjuſt, aq hag TRAY . var" s"po his cuine) be oured of | 
this alſo upon this adyantage an by uch a Decree, even whilſt he is ſecking his relief a= _. 7 
eainſt the ſame ; che rerarding whereof abovethele fourteen yeets *nor being by any negle& * Forbe attended the long 108 Rolly 
of his : nor is this onely moſt injurious, bur even agazalt the incention of rhe Commiſſioners DN ga E lk 
themſelves, ( rhough they were ocherwiſe mot — any general words of cheir We eg i "rg gy 
Ccruficare ſhould be made uſe 6f, as they are, ro Inccreft of che Perixioner, ;c!i/ is tb _ ; 4 
* divers Orders ſor the bcar- 


which they nor onely deniedto meddle with, bnr alſo allowed himhe lefs in refped thereof ; - CE ET ons 
and ic being the greateſt means of his preſent ſubſiſtance, od ready tobave = 


made in the Caſe, « Copy whereof, is annexed to the Petition to his Highmeſs. 


7. That theſe preſent Referrees canſed notice of this Reference to be given tothe Pericioners Adverſaries, and gave 
them Time co make defence ; which chat they might che better do , they delivered into their hands the Petitioners 
Papers,containing as well the particulars of his Acconne (which he formerly delivered to the Commiſſioners) amount- 
ing co 2178 /, as alſo his charge againſt the ſaid Commiſhoners , for their falſe and unjult proceedings againſt him ( 1n 
—— Accounts, and makive falſe Cenficmes, &c, ) with his proofs to each particular , both of his ſaid Ac- 
count and charge, RTP 
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the Accounts foſerledas aforclaid, avain ravele 


ay 
Which Papers after eight daye; time, they returned back unto the ſaid Referrees, with a Paper of their Saigans 


their Anſwer, wherein they haye not jo much as gaingid apy ove particular of the Petitioners ſaid Account or Ch 
And as tothe marterthey onely fay this, viz, They ho 


pe it is not within the intention of the Lord ProteRors R 

rence, thar Decrees of Cont of Juſtice, (and eſpecially ſach as - yo 2 Bill of Review brought before ſome of the now 

Lerds Commilſoners have been allowed and approved of, as jultly made) ſhould be ſer aſide by this Reference , and 
d; 8G, againlt 18 At who were Strangersto the lame Account, 


To whichthe Petitioner replies. 
1. That the Execntors were ſtrangers to this Accopnt, Is molt falſe: 


For he made but two Executors : and the one was t patty to rhe Suir ; and the orher ſollicited the ſame ozinſt 
.Peritioner, and was acquainted with all the RoceEng, and was examined is a witneſs in che Caule by 
tics ; and therefore no lirangersJ& 


C, 


2, Thar the Lords Commiſſioners upon the Bill of Rexi iew , eicher allowed or approved of the Dectee * 
made » Is as falſe; 


For they © CNRS] aid, The by ordinary, praRjce of the Court 


ok 

"28736 a8. _ CO OY the Petigiqmer ; 
TCO, The 
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